
SOCIAL RESEARCH METHODS LITERATURE REVIEW

The Learning Lab has comprehensive online tutorials on writing a literature review and finding relevant publications, as
well as a very useful.

Webster and Watson warn researchers that literature reviews should be much more than lists of papers and
should provide a coherent lens to make sense of extant knowledge on a given topic. To this end, the authors
resorted to using narrative analysis and synthesis to describe the effectiveness of handheld computers on
accessing information for clinical knowledge, adherence to safety and clinical quality guidelines, and
diagnostic decision-making. These studies were identified through a formal and systematic search in four
databases between and  It goes beyond documentation and reflects decisions related to the selection of the
sources, the search terms used, the period of time covered, the articles selected in the search, and the
application of backward and forward searches vom Brocke et al. Thinking About Your Literature Review The
structure of a literature review should include the following: An overview of the subject, issue, or theory under
consideration, along with the objectives of the literature review, Division of works under review into themes
or categories [e. The purpose of a literature review is to: Place each work in the context of its contribution to
understanding the research problem being studied. The review by Gurol-Urganci, de Jongh,
Vodopivec-Jamsek, Atun, and Car on the effects of mobile phone messaging reminders for attendance at
healthcare appointments is an illustrative example of a high-quality systematic review with meta-analysis.
Were the results effectively interpreted and reported? At this point consider: Does your study extend current
research? If you begin to see the same researchers cited again and again, then this is often an indication that no
new ideas have been generated to address the research problem. Overall, patterns in research outputs that seem
to characterize the historic trends and current components of the field of medical informatics suggest it may be
a maturing discipline DeShazo et al. History: the chronological progression of the field, the literature, or an
idea that is necessary to understand the literature review, if the body of the literature review is not already a
chronology. If your paper is large in scope, use electronic bibliographic tools such as Endnote or RefWorks to
keep track of all your citations while you write. A second screen of full-text articles, again by two independent
members of the research team, ensured that the studies described phrs. Hoboken, nj: Wiley-Blackwell;  As
another methodological contribution, vom Brocke et al. In the third strategy, the review team concentrates on
prior works that have been central or pivotal to a particular topic. Sources in your literature review do not
clearly relate to the research problem; You do not take sufficient time to define and identify the most relevent
sources to use in the literature review related to the research problem; Relies exclusively on secondary
analytical sources rather than including relevant primary research studies or data; Uncritically accepts another
researcher's findings and interpretations as valid, rather than examining critically all aspects of the research
design and analysis; Does not describe the search procedures that were used in identifying the literature to
review; Reports isolated statistical results rather than synthesizing them in chi-squared or meta-analytic
methods; and, Only includes research that validates assumptions and does not consider contrary findings and
alternative interpretations found in the literature. Common Mistakes to Avoid These are the most common
mistakes made in reviewing social science research literature. Journal of Advanced Nursing. Asking the right
questions: scoping studies in the commissioning of research on the organisation and delivery of health
services. Most importantly, keep track of all the sources used. Mobile phone messaging reminders for
attendance at healthcare appointments. It is also recommended that at least two independent coders review
abstracts yielded from the search strategy and then the full articles for study selection Daudt et al. Overviews
of reviews; pp. The type of information you choose to mention should relate directly to the research problem,
whether it is thematic, methodological, or chronological. Liberty University; Literature Reviews. Review of
General Psychology. In line with their main objective, scoping reviews usually conclude with the presentation
of a detailed research agenda for future works along with potential implications for both practice and research.
There exist three main coverage strategies. Academic Skills Centre. Becker L. Does it forge a new path? To
conclude, our main objective in this chapter was to demystify the various types of literature reviews that are
central to the continuous development of the eHealth field. Their in-depth analysis of the literature signalled
that there is little solid evidence from randomized controlled trials or other studies through the use of phrs.
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Ascribing quality scores to each primary study or considering through domain-based evaluations which study
components have or have not been designed and executed appropriately makes it possible to reflect on the
extent to which the selected study addresses possible biases and maximizes validity Shea et al. The main
procedures of a systematic review involve: Formulating a review question and developing a search strategy
based on explicit inclusion criteria for the identification of eligible studies usually described in the context of a
detailed review protocol. The theoretical literature review helps to establish what theories already exist, the
relationships between them, to what degree the existing theories have been investigated, and to develop new
hypotheses to be tested. For example, a literature review that focuses on continuing research about the
emergence of German economic power after the fall of the Soviet Union. The basic research question â€”
what works?


